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In the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 


No. 2424. 

Morris Ganss, Appellant, 
vs. 

Moses Goldenberg. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

No. 54442. At Law. 

Moses Goldenberg, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Morris Ganss, Defendant. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the Supreme Court of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times here¬ 
inafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceedings 
had, in the above-entitled cause, to-wit: 

1 Summons. 

Filed March 6,1912. 

In the Municipal Court of the District of Columbia. 

No. 54442. 

Moses Goldenberg, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Morris Ganss, Defendant. 

The President of the United States to the defendant, Morris Ganss, 
Greeting: 

You are hereby summoned to appear in this Court on the 16th day 
of February, A. D. 1912, at 10:00 o’clock A. M. to answer the plain¬ 
tiff’s complaint and show cause why judgment should not be given 
against you for the restitution of the possession of the premises de¬ 
scribed in the complaint under oath filed herein by said plaintiff 

Moses Goldenberg, and costs of suit. _ 
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Witness the Honorable Judges of said Court this 5th day of Feb¬ 
ruary, A. D. 1912. 

F. G. AUK AM, Clark. 

Affidavit. 

******* 

District of Columbia, ss: 


2 Your Plaintiff. Moses Goldenberg, being first duly sworn 

according to law, states that he is entitled to the possession 
of the premises number 900 Seventh Street, Northwest, in the City 
of Washington, District of Columbia, and that the same is unlaw¬ 
fully detained from him and held without right by the defendant, 
Morris Gauss, who heretofore rented the said premises as a tenant 
by the month, and whose tenancy and estate has been determined, 
(as provided in the agreement under which said tenancy was estab¬ 
lished), by a thirty days’ written notice to quit from the said Moses 
Goldenberg to the said Morris Ganss. 

The plaintiff, Moses Goldenberg, therefore prays that a Summons 
be issued commanding the defendant, Morris Ganss, to appear and 
show cause why judgment should not be given against the defendant, 
Morris Ganss, for the restitution of the possession of said premises, 
and costs of this suit. MOSES GOLDENBERG. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th dav of February, 
A. D. 1912. 

[seal.] GEORGE W. OFFUTT, Jr., 

Notary Public, D. C. 

ALEXANDER WOLF, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 
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(Endorsed on Summons.) 


Summoned as within directed. 


February 5, 1912. 

AULICK PALMER, 

U. S. Marshal. 
W. II. CONN, 

Dept. Marshal. 


Certificate of Municipal Court on Appeal. 

******* 

Date. Proceedings. 

Complaint & Summons—non resident bond. 

Feb. 5, 1912. Summons & copy issued returnable Feb. 16, 1912. 
Feb. 5, 1912. Returned summoned. 

Feb. 16, 1912. Continued to Feb. 20, 1912, @ 10.30 A. M. 

Feb. 20, 1912. Judgment for plaintiff for possession & costs. 

Feb. 24, 1912. Notice and undertaking on appeal filed with Em¬ 
pire State Surety Co. as surety, and undertaking 
approved. 

Mar. 4, 1912. Appeal record on and papers filed with clerk of 

Supreme Court D. C. 






MORRIS GANSS VS. MOSES GOLDENBERG. 


3 


This is to certify, that the foregoing is a true copy of the Docket 
Entries and of all the proceedings had before the said Court in the 
above cause, and that the annexed documents are all the 
4 original papers filed in said cause. 

Witness the Honorable Judges of said Court this 4th day of 
March A. D. 1912. 


F. G. AUK AM, Clerk, 
By BLANCHE NEFF, 

Assistant Clerk. 

Costs paid by Plaintiff, $2.35. 

Costs paid bv Defendant, $1.00. 


Motion for Judgment for Possession and Affidavit. 

Filed March 13, 1912. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Law. No. 54442. 

Moses Goldenberg, Plaintiff, Appellee. 

vs. 

Morris Ganss, Defendant, Appellant. 

Comes now the plaintiff appellee by his counsel and moves the 
Court for judgment for possession of premises No. 900 Seventh Street, 
Northwest, Washington, D. C. in the above entitled cause, and ap¬ 
pends hereto affidavit of the plaintiff in accordance with Rule Num¬ 
ber 19 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

ALEXANDER WOLF, 
Attorney for Plaintiff, Appellee. 

5 Sendee of motion and affidavit acknowledged this 13th 

dav of March, A. D. 1912. 

J. I. PEYSER, 

Attorney for Defendant, Appellant, 

Per M. F. 

******* 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Moses Goldenberg, being first duly sworn, on oath depose and 
say that I am the plaintiff and the appellee named in the above en¬ 
titled cause, wherein Morris Ganss is the defendant and the appel¬ 
lant; that I am the owner of premises No. 900 Seventh Street, North¬ 
west, Washington, D. C.; that I instituted suit in the Municipal 
Court of the District of Columbia against the said Morris Ganss for 
the possession of premises numbered 900 Seventh Street, Northwest, 
Washington, D. C. which he occupied as a monthly tenant under a 
written agreement, and whose tenancy was terminated by a thirty 
days’ notice in writing, as provided for in said agreement; that I am 
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entitled to the possession of said premises, for that, on the 31st day 
of January, 1910, a certain landlord and tenant agreement was en¬ 
tered into between one Charles S. Shreve and the said Morris Ganss 
in words and figures following:— 

“Agreement Between Landlord and Tenant. 

% 

Memorandum of an agreement between Charles S. Shreve 

6 and Morris Ganss, all of the City of Washington, District of 
Columbia, whereby the said Charles S. Shreve, has agreed to 

let, and does hereby let, to the said Morris Ganss premises No. 900 
7th Street, N. W., in said city, by the month, commencing on the 
Third dav of Februarv, A. D. 1910. at and for the monthlv rent of 
One hundred and fifty Dollars payable in full in advance, that is to 
say, on said Third day of each and every month during which the 
said tenancy may continue, as rent in advance for the next ensuing 
month. Payable at the office of Charles S. Shreve. 

And the said Morris Ganss has agreed to take, and does hereby 
take, and hold the said premises as a tenant by the month, at the said 
rent, payable as aforesaid, and that he will pay the Water Rent and 
Gas Bills as they become due, and that he will not sublet or assign 
the said premises, or carry on any business therein, except that of 

- - without the written consent of said Lessor or use the 

same for any disorderly or unlawful purpose: 

Provided always, That if the said Lessee should fail to pay the 
said rent in full in advance as aforesaid, although there should have 
been no legal or formal demand for any rent whatever, or shall neg¬ 
lect to pay the Water Rent or Gas Bills at the time and on the day 
when tiie same shall fall due and be payable, as hereinbefore men¬ 
tioned, or shall sublet or assign the said premises, or carry on any 
business therein, except that of-without the written con- 

7 sent as aforesaid, or shall use the same for any disorderly or 
unlawful purpose, or break either of the aforesaid covenants, 

then, and in either of said events, this lease, and all things herein 
contained, shall cease and determine, and shall operate as a notice to 
quit, the thirty days’ notice to quit being hereby expressly waived. 
And the said Lessor, his heirs and assigns, shall and may proceed to 
recover possession of said premises, under and by virtue of a seven 
days’ summons under the provisions of the Code of Law relating to 
the District of Columbia, to regulate proceedings in cases between 
landlords and tenants, or by such legal process as may at the time be 
in operation in like case; but if no fault occurs on the part of the 
said Lessee to the aforesaid provisions referred to above, then he shall 
be entitled to not less than thirty days’ notice to vacate the house 
and premises, and the owner or agents shall be entitled to the same 
notice from the Lessee, should he desire to vacate the aforesaid house 
and premises. 

And it is further provided, that if under the provisions of this 
agreement a seven days’ summons shall be served and a compromise 
or settlement shall be made thereupon, it shall not constitute a waiver 
of any covenant herein contained, or of the agreement itself. And 
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the said Lessee hereby agrees to deliver the house in the same order 
in which it was received, usual wear and tear, fire and storm 

8 excepted; and it is hereby provided and agreed that no 
waiver of one breach of any covenant herein shall be con¬ 
strued to be a waiver of the covenant itself, or of any subsequent 
breach thereof. 

In testimony whereof, We have hereunto set our hands this 31st 
day of January, A. D. 1910. 

(Signed) CHAS. S. SHREVE. 

(Signed) MORRIS GANSS.” 

Witness * 

(Signature) ASA P. BORLEEN. 

That on the Seventh day of December, 1911 the said Charles S. 
Shreve transferred all his right, title and interest in and to the said 
agreement to Enos R. Shreve and Caroline E. Shreve, Executors of 
the Estate of James H. Shreve, deceased, by the following endorse¬ 
ment on said agreement:— 

“Dec. 7, 1911. 

I do hereby transfer all my right, title &c. to the within agreement 
to Enos R. Shreve and Caroline E. Shreve, Ex’r Est. Jas. H. Shreve. 
(Signed) , CHAS. S. SHREVE.” 

And that on December 8, 1911, the said Caroline E. Shreve and 
Enos R. Shreve, Executors of the Estate of James H. Shreve, de¬ 
ceased, transferred their right, title and interest to the said agreement 
to Leopold Richold by the following endorsement on said agree¬ 
ment :— 

9 “Dec. 8,1911. 

We hereby transfer all our right, title and interest in the within 
agreement to Leopold Richold. 

(Signed) CAROLINE E. SHREVE, 

(Signed) ENOS R. SHREVE, 

Executors of the Estate of Jaimes H. Shreve, Deceased ” 

That thereafter the said plaintiff herein became seized and pos¬ 
sessed of the said real estate, having acquired same by purchase from 
the said Richold on the 9th day of December, 1911, by deed re¬ 
corded on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1911 in Liber 3470 folio 
483 of the Land Records of the District of Columbia. And the said 
Richold did thereupon on the 12th day of December, 1911, transfer 
and assign all his right title and interest in and to said agreement to 
the plaintiff herein by the following endorsement on said agreement 
in the words and figures following:— 

“For value received, I hereby transfer, assign and set over unto 
Moses Goldenberg, all right, title and interest in this agreement, and 
all benefit and advantage to be derived therefrom. 

Witness my hand and seal this 12th day of December, 1911. 
(Signed) LEOPOLD RICHOLD. [seal.]” 
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That upon acquiring the fee title to the said premises 900 

10 Seventh Street, Northwest, this affiant promptly notified the 
said Morris Gauss thereof in the words and figures follow¬ 
ing:— 

December 12, 1911. 

Morris Ganss, Esq., 900 Seventh St. N. W., Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I hereby notify you that T am the owner of the build- 
ing occupied by you, being premises 900 Seventh Street, Northwest, 
and that the monthly agreement under which you are occupying 
said premises has been transferred to me. T have been advised that 
your rent for said premises has been paid for the month commencing 
December 3rd. 

Tf you desire to enter into arrangement for continuance of your 
tenancy T would suggest that you call to see me. 

Yours very truly, 

(Signed) ‘ ‘ M. GOLDENBERG.” 

In reply to said notice this affiant received the following letter from 
the Attorney for the said Morris Ganss:— 

4 / 

“December 27, 1911. 
Mr. M. Goldenberg, 7th and K Sts. N. W., Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: T have been working on a proposition to re- 

11 pair and alter the property at the corner of Seventh and I 
Streets, Northwest, which. T am informed, is now owned by 

you, and, undertaking to deal with contractors and builders, I found 
was not a very pleasant occupation and T met with many delays 
which prevented me giving you an answer on December 26th, as 
promised. 

This afternoon, Mr. Ganss informed me that you called him up, 
and. not to delay you any longer, I take this method of stating that 
Mr. Ganss will accept the lease for a period of five years at an annual 
rental of $2700., payable in monthly instalments of $225. and all 
improvements and repairs to said property to be made by the lessee, 
that is to say, the lessee will repair the floors and windows, second 
and third stories, and such other alterations as may be necessary, in 
amount about $1500.00, subject, of course, to the approval of the 
owner. This is Mr. Ganss’ best proposition. 

Awaiting your prompt reply, 

Yours very truly, 

(Signed) ‘ J. I. PEYSER.” 

J. I. P./M. F. 

In reply thereto this affiant sent the following communication to 
the defendant and sent copy thereof to Mr. Julius T. Peyser, his attor¬ 
ney:— 

“December 28, 1911. 

Mr. Morris Ganss, 900 Seventh Street N. W., City. 

Sir: You will recall that when you came to my office with a 

12 view to continuing as a tenant for premises owned by me, 

being number 900 Seventh Street, Northwest, I informed you 
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that the rental for said premises would be in the sum of $350. per 
month. You stated to me that you would let me know regarding the 
matter, and I am in receipt of letter under date of December 27th 
from your Attorney, Mr. Julius I. Peyser, in which he makes me in 
your behalf a counter proposition. 

I now desire to inform you that the said proposition as tendered 
by Mr. Peyser in your behalf is not accepted and the rental for said 
premises, should you desire to continue tenant therein, will be at the 
rate of $350. per month as T am unwilling to rent said premises for 
any sum less than this amount as I think this valuable corner is 
fully worth this rental. 

I further desire to inform you that if you remain in possession of 
said premises you will only do so at the rental of $350. per month. 

Yours very truly, 

(Signed) " M. GOLDENBERG.” 

In reply thereto this affiant appellee received the following letter 
from the said Ganss:— 


“Washington, D. C., December 30, 1911. 
Mr. M. Goldenberg, 7th and K Streets N. W., Washington, D. C. 

Sir: Replying to your letter of December 28, 1911, I beg 
13 to state that the amount asked for the rent for 900 Seventh 

Street, Northwest, is absolutely unreasonable and unwar¬ 
ranted, and, you may take such action as you may be advised in the 
premises. 

Yours verv truly, 

(Signed) ‘ ‘ MORRIS GANSS.” 

Thereafter, to wit, on January 2, 1912, this affiant desiring to ob¬ 
tain the possession of said premises from the said defendant caused a 
thirty days’ notice to quit to be served upon the defendant, which 
said notice was in the following words and figures:— 

“Washington, D. C., January 2, 1912. 
Mr. Morris Ganss, 900 Seventh Street Northwest, City. 

Sir: As I desire to have again and repossess premises Number 900 
Seventh Street, Northwest, in the City of Washington, District of Co¬ 
lumbia, which you hold as a tenant by the month, I hereby give you 
thirty days’ notice to remove from and quit said premises, said notice 
to expire on the day of the month from which said tenancy com¬ 
menced to run, to wit, February 3rd, 1912. 

Very truly, 

(Signed) * MOSES GOLDENBERG.” 


14 Which said notice was serv ed upon the said defendant as 

shown by the following endorsement upon the copy thereof 
by the person who served the said notice:— 

“The original, of which the above is a copy, was served by me on 
Mr Morris Ganss personally, January 2,1912, at 1: 55 P . M. 

(Signed) GEORGE W. OFFUTT, Jr.” 
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That at the expiration of the time set forth in the said thirty days’ 
notice to quit, which was served upon the said defendant, he failed 
and refused to vacate and quit said premises, and the plaintiff herein 
thereupon filed his complaint against the defendant for possession 
of said premises, which said possession he held and retained in viola¬ 
tion of his said agreement and the said thirty days’ notice, and which 
said possession he now holds without right, his monthly tenancy 
having been terminated by the plaintiff herein by the notice to quit 
served upon him in accordance with the said agreement and the law 
in force in such cases; the said Complaint for possession filed by this 
affiant in the Municipal Court, and the Summons issued thereon, is 
hereby referred to and made part hereof as if herein specifically set 
forth. 

And this affiant says that he is entitled to the possession of said 
premises, which the defendant wrongfully detains, and that the de¬ 
fendant appellant has no just defense thereto. 

MOSES GOLDENBERG. 

15 Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of March, 
A. D. 1912. 

[seal.1 GEORGE W. OFFUTT, Jr., 

Notary Public, D. C. 

Affidavit of Defense. 

Filed March 21, 1912. 

* * * * * * * 

City of Washington, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Morris Ganss, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is 
the defendant in this cause in which Moses Goldenberg is the plain¬ 
tiff ; affiant denies the right of the plaintiff to the possession of the 
property in question in this proceeding; affiant temporarily leased 
said property from Charles S. Shreve on January 31, 1910, as tenant 
by the month, commencing on February 3, 1910, at and for the 
monthly rental of One Hundred and Fifty Dollars ($150.00) pay¬ 
able in advance; one David Wolf was then and there in possession of 
said premises, and was conducting therein a well-stocked shoe store, 
which possession, stock, fixtures and business affiant purchased in 
order to acquire said premises to establish a millinery store therein; 
when affiant leased said premises from said Shreve as aforesaid, it 
was with the understanding that affiant was acting for, and 

16 that a millinery business would be established therein by 
“The Ganss Company, Incorporated”, to be promptly incor¬ 
porated and organized under the law T s of the District of Columbia, to 
which corporation the said possession, lease, and premises were then 
to be transferred; on February 15, A. D. 1910, “The Ganss Com¬ 
pany, Incorporated”, was duly incorporated and organized under 
the laws aforesaid, and, thereupon, on February 15, A. D. 1910, 



MORRIS GANSS VS. MOSES GOLDENBERG. 


9 


affiant transferred to said corporation all its assets and the possession 
of said premises with the knowledge of said Shreve, and immediately 
said corporation at great expense established a millinery store therein, 
which it has ever since conducted and is now conducting in said 
premises; thereupon said Shreve recognized said corporation, “The 
Ganss Company, Incorporated”, by accepting checks of said corpora 
tion: the first check for the reserved rent aforesaid was drawn and 
signed by “Ganss and Company, per Morris Ganss”, dated January 
31, 1910, payable to the order of said Charles S. Shreve, and by him 
duly endorsed and collected; beginning with March 3, 1910, every 
subsequent monthly check for said rent when due was then drawn 
and signed by “The Ganss Company, Incorporated, by Morris Ganss 
Manager” payable to the order of said Charles S. Shreve. and by him 
duly accepted, endorsed and collected; and by reason of the facts 
herein stated affiant is not, and since February 15, A. I). 1910. never 
has been, individually, a tenant or occupant of said premises, nor is 
he now, nor has he ever been since February 15, A. T). 1910, in pos¬ 
session, individually, of said premises or any part thereof. 

17 Affiant further says that said property was owned in fee 
simple bv one James H. Shreve, Senior, at the time of his 

death; on October 4, 1870, the will of one James II. Shreve was ad¬ 
mitted to probate and record by this court, naming John W. Wade, 
and James II. Shreve. Junior, as his executors, who duly qualified 
as such; thereafter the will of one James H. Shreve, Senior, was ad¬ 
mitted to record by this court, naming Caroline Elizabeth Shreve and 
Enos Ray Shreve as his executors, but no other probate proceedings 
have ever been had in said cause in this court, and no order has ever 
been passed authorizing them or either of them to sell or assign the 
said lease or any other property of their decedent; said James H. 
Shreve, James H. Shreve. Junior, and James II. Shreve. Senior, 
were three separate and distinct persons; the plaintiff’s affidavit al¬ 
leges that said Caroline E. Shreve and Enos R. Shreve were “Execu¬ 
tors of the Estate of James II. Shreve,” whereas said James H. 
Shreve never owned said written agreement or lease and never had 
any interest or estate therein; by reason of the facts herein stated the 
plaintiff never acquired any title to or ownership of the said lease 
attempted to be assigned to him, and there has never been any attorn¬ 
ment to him; the plaintiff then and there knew that The Ganss Com¬ 
pany, Incorporated, aforesaid was the sole occupant thereof, and that 
fact" was known by the said landlord and lessor Charles S. Shreve, 
to wit, ever since the 15th day of February, A. D. 1910; the principal 
. purpose of this proceeding is to obtain a greater rent from said cor¬ 
poration for said premises, this action is not instituted to 

18 enforce a legal right to recover possession of said premises as 
against affiant, else it would have been brought against “The 

Ganss Company, Incorporated”, aforesaid, the sole occupant of said 
premises, and not against this affiant. 

And further affiant saith not. 

MORRIS GANSS. 


2—2424a 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of March, A. D. 
1912. 


[seal.] 


MAUD FELLHEIMER, 

Notary Public, D. G. 


J. I. PEYSER, 

Attorney for Defendant. 


Motion for Judgment for Possession. 

Filed March 23, 1912. 

******* 

Comes now the plaintiff by his counsel and moves the Court for 
judgment for possession for the failure on the part of the defendant 
to file a sufficient affidavit of defense. 

ALEXANDER WOLF, 

A ttorney for Plaintiff. 

Julius T. Peyser, Esq., Attorney for Defendant: 

Take notice that the above motion has been calendared 

19 for hearing for Friday, the 29tli of March, A. D. 1912, at 
Ten o’clock A. M., or as soon thereafter as counsel can be 

heard, before the Circuit Court to which the same may be assigned. 

ALEXANDER WOLF, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 

Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Saturday, March 30, 1912. 

Session resumed pursuant to adjournment, Mr. Justice Stafford 
presiding. 

******* 

This cause coming on to be heard upon the plaintiff’s motion filed 
herein, for judgment of possession of the premises adjudged by the 
Municipal Court of the District of Columbia, in this cause, for failure 
of the defendant to file a sufficient affidavit of defense, it is considered 
that the same be, and hereby is granted. 

Therefore it is considered that the plaintiff herein recover against 
the defendant herein, possession of the tenement and premises 
known as house Number Nine hundred (900) Seventh (7th) Street, 
North West, in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, to¬ 
gether with Two and 35/100 dollars ($2.35) costs, as adjudged by 
the said Municipal Court of the District of Columbia, and costs of 
suit in this Court, to be taxed by the Clerk, and have execution 
thereof. 

The defendant by his Attorney in open Court, notes an 

20 appeal to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, 
and the penalty of the bond on said appeal to act as a super¬ 
sedeas is hereby fixed in the sum of Five thousand dollars ($5,000.). 
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Memorandum. 

March 30, 1912.—Appeal bond approved and filed. 

Assignment of Ert'ors. 

Filed April 5, 1912. 

* * * * * * * 

The appellant assigns the following errors to the judgment ap¬ 
pealed : 

1. That the Court erred in holding that the affidavit of defense 
filed by defendant was insufficient. 

2. That the Court erred in holding that the affidavit of defense 
filed by defendant was insufficient to defeat the plaintiff’s recovery. 

3. That the Court erred in holding that the defendant did not 
state in his affidavit the ground of his defense in precise and distinct 
terms, such as would, if true, be sufficient to defeat plaintiff’s re¬ 
covery. 

J. I. PEYSER, 
Attorney for Defendant. 

21 Designation for Transcript of Record. 

Filed April 5, 1912. 

******* 

The Clerk of the Court will include in the transcript of record on 
appeal to the Court of Appeals, the following: 

1. Summons and affidavit filed by plaintiff in the Municipal 
Court. 

2. Certificate of the Municipal Court filed March 6, 1912. 

3. Motion for judgment and affidavit filed March 11, 1912. 

4. Affidavit of defense filed March 21. 1912. 

5. Notice of motion for judgment filed March 23, 1912. 

6. Judgment of March 30, 1912. 

7. Memorandum of bond filed March 30, 1912. 

8. Assignment of errors filed April 5, 1912. 

9. This designation. 

J. I. PEYSER, 
Attorney for Defendant. 

Additional Designation for Transcript of Record. 

Filed April 11, 1912. 

******* 

The Clerk of the Court will include in the transcript of 

22 record on appeal to the Court of Appeals the following, all of 
which occurred at the time of the rendition of the judgment 

in this cause:— 


-i o 

4 •- 
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“The motion for judgment in the above entitled cause for posses¬ 
sion was called for hearing by the Justice. Counsel for the plaintiff 
stated he was ready to proceed and counsel for the defendant stated 
he did not desire to argue the motion and that the Court could pass 
upon the said motion without the reading of the pleadings or argu¬ 
ment and render judgment for the plaintiff, from which judgment 
the defendant desired to note an appeal to the Court of Appeals. 
The Justice stated that he was unwilling to decide cases in that man¬ 
ner, from which an appeal would he taken, unless the defendant as¬ 
sented thereto. The defendant’s counsel thereupon stated he did not 
wish to appear to assent or consent hut that the defendant had no 
objection to the Court entering such judgment. And the Court ac¬ 
cordingly rendered judgment for the plaintiff, from which an appeal 
was noted, supersedeas bond offered in open Court and approved by 
the Justice without objection by the plaintiff.” 


ALEXANDER WOLF, 

Attorney for Plaintiff . 
J. I. PEYSER, 


•Apr, 5,.12. 

Vf , * ' 


'"Si -■ 


> ... 


Attorney for Defendant. 


23 .. , Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 


I, John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 
22, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is 
made part of this transcript, in cause No. 54442 at law, wherein 
Moses Goldenberg is Plaintiff and Morris Ganss is Defendant, as the 
same remains upon the files and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, this 
4th dav of Mav, 1912. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

J. R. YOUNG, Clerk, 

Bv ALF. G. BUHRMAN, 

Assistant Clerk. 


Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
2424. Morris Ganss, appellant, vs. Moses Goldenberg. Court of 
Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed May 13, 1912. Henry W. 
Hodges, clerk. 









